represents the determination of the number of patients forany ,154 t** *** l ** **t t** l ** l ** *** tt* l ** .I0 --t** *** **t *** *** **+ *t* l ** *** *** t*t *** **t *** *** t** l ** *t* l ** l *t l tt *** t** t** *** **t l ** t** *t* et* l ** t** *** *** l ** *t* **t l ** *** *** eo5.. l ** ,*t t** l ** l ** y", 1:: y: y: 1:: 1:: 2;: *** *** *t* *** t** l ** *** *** ttt **t l ** ttt **t l ** *t* **t l ** t*t t*t *** *** *+t *** l ** *a* **t t*t l ** l ** *** tt* *+* *** **t *** tt* **t l ** l ** l *t l ** l ** l ** t** l ** *** l ** *** Table  6 represents the length of time it took each of the specific types of non-admission patients to move through Tables  7, 8,and 9 are  comparable  tables  to Tables  4, 5 , and 6 but with six radiologists. We first note that the 
CONCLUSIONS
In reviewing the results of the model, we see that the addition of one more radiologist to the existing staff would have a dramatic effect on the time non-admission patients were in the system. However, the addition of two radiologists to the system was not beneficial.
Any further reductions in the time a patient remains in the system must be a result
